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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 10/30/2007 has been entered. 

Specification Objection 

2. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction of the 
following is required: The specification does not give any support or definition to the claim 
subject matter in claim 54; in particular, there is no definition of "an article of manufacture 
comprising a computer readable medium containing computer readable code" found in the 
Specification to support this claimed feature. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 43-44, 46-47, 49-52, 54-58, 60-61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Baskin et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,307,055) ("Baskin", hereinafter) in view of 
Parulski et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,666,159) ("Parulski", hereinafter). 
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As per claim 43, as shown in Figs. 1-3, 8 A, and 8B, Baskin teaches a display control 
device 1 1 comprising: 

a processor (14); 

a memory (15) coupled to the processor for storing data provided by the processor; 

a display (1 8) coupled to the processor for displaying images provided by the processor; 

a splitting application configured to split received data into at least two parts for 
displaying at least two substantially different images (col. 6, lines 14-22, and lines 52-61, and 
Fig. 8a of Baskin, the combined main display memory and auxiliary display memory 97 receives 
the combined image for both the main monitor and the auxiliary monitor (col. 5, lines 6-22), and 
then split out at the combined display memory 97, see also col. 9, lines 45-52. In this case, the 
adapter 13 has the functionality of splitting data to the auxiliary and external display devices). 

Baskin also teaches a transmitter coupled to the processor configured to transmit at least 
one of the at least two parts to an external display device (see Fig. 2). 

Baskin does not explicitly teach the display control device 1 1 is a mobile terminal, and 
the transmitter is a wireless short range transmitter to transmit at least one of the at least two part 
wirelessly to the external display device. 

However, it is well known in the art to incorporate the teachings of Baskin into a mobile 
device that can transmit image to an external display device wirelessly via a wireless short-range 
transmitter as is taught by Parulski. As shown in Fig. 1, Parulski teaches a mobile terminal 12 
capable of communicating with different receiving devices (including a computer) wirelessly via 
an RF link for display or printing (Fig. 11, and col. 1, line 44 through col. 2, line 5). 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to utilize the method of 
transmitting image wirelessly to an external display device using a portable device as taught by 
Parulski incorporated in the display control device as taught by Baskin so that the device is small 
and portable, and further can transmit image to another display device without the need of extra 
wiring. 

As per claim 44, as cited above, Baskin teach a receiver for receiving a signal (adapter 13 
receiving signal for the image generator 10). 

As per claim 46, Baskin teach the memory comprising a buffer to buffer the received 
signal to provide time for the splitting application to split the received data into at least two parts 
(Figs. 6A-E, and Fig. 8 A, and col. 6, lines 58-61). 

As per claim 47, Baskin further teach forwarding to the display the at least one part of the 
received data that is not transmitted to the external display device (i.e. to the auxiliary monitor 
18). 

As per claim 49, referring to claim 43 above, the combined reference Baskin and Parulski 
teaches a method for handling image data at a mobile terminal comprising: 
obtaining data in frames (Baskin, col. 2, lines 30-40); 

splitting the obtained data into at least two parts for displaying at least two substantially 
different images; and 

transmitting at least one of the at least two parts wirelessly to the external display device 
(combination of Baskin and Parulski, as cited above in claim 43). 

As per claim 50, Baskin teaches the obtained data is received from a receiver (adapter 13 
receiving signal for the image generator 10). 



Application/Control Number: 09/639, 1 96 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2628 

As per claim 51, Baskin teaches buffering a received signal to provide time for a spitting 
application in the mobile terminal to split obtained data into the at least two part (Figs. 6A-E, 
and Fig. 8 A, and col. 6, lines 58-61). 

As per claim 52, Baskin further teaches forwarding to the display of the mobile terminal a 
part of the split data that is not transmitted to the external display device (i.e. to the auxiliary 
monitor 18). 

As per claim 54, with reference to claim 43 above, the combined reference Baskin- 
Parulski teaches an article of manufacture comprising a computer readable medium containing 
computer readable code, which when executed by a processor causes the processor to split data 
obtained by a mobile terminal into at least two parts for displaying at least two substantially 
different images and transmit at least one of the at least two parts wirelessly to an external 
display device. 

As per claim 55, Baskin teaches the obtained data is received from a receiver (adapter 13 
receiving signal for the image generator 10). 

As per claim 56, Baskin further teaches the computer readable code causes the processor 
to buffer a received signal to provide time for splitting of the obtained data into the at least two 
parts (Figs. 6A-E, and Fig. 8A, and col. 6, lines 58-61). 

As per claim 57, referring to claim 43 above, Baskin-Parulski combined reference teaches 
a system comprising a mobile terminal and an external display device, wherein the mobile 
terminal comprises a processor; a memory coupled to the processor for storing data provided by 
the processor; a display coupled to the processor for displaying images provided by the 
processor; a splitting application configured to split received data into at least two parts for 
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displaying at least two substantially different images; and a wireless short-range transmitter 
coupled to the processor and configured to transmit at least one of the at least two parts 
wirelessly to the external display device; and wherein the external display device displays a 
substantially different image from the display of the mobile terminal 

As per claim 58, Baskin teaches a receiver for receiving a signal (adapter 13 receiving 
signal for the image generator 10). 

As per claim 60, Baskin further teach the memory comprising a buffer to buffer the 
received signal to provide time for the splitting application to split the received data into at least 
two parts (Figs. 6A-E, and Fig. 8 A, and col. 6, lines 58-61). 

As per claim 61 , Baskin further teach the processor is configured to forward to the 
display the at least one part of the received data that is not transmitted to the external display 
device (i.e. to the auxiliary monitor 18). 

5. Claims 45, 48, 53, 59, and 62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Baskin et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,307,055) in view of Parulski et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
5,666,159), and further in view of Harrison et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,064,420) ("Harrison", 
hereinafter). 

As per claim 45, as cited above, Baskin-Parulski combination teaches all the limitations 
of claim 45, except that the receiver is a wide-area network receiver. However, Harrison teaches 
a method of splitting received data, which comprises a primary data and associated data, and 
providing the separated data to the targeted display devices (Figs. 4 and 6, and their disclosure). 
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Harrison further teaches the receiver 74 is also a wide-area network receiver (col. 8, line 62 to 
col. 9 5 line 5). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to utilize the method as 
taught by Harrison in combination with the method as taught by Baskin-Parulski so that more 
display devices can communicate with one another. 

As per claim 48, Baskin-Parulskil in combination fails to teach the splitting application is 
configured to split received data into at least two parts based on headers (recipient 
identifications) in the received data. However, this is what Harrison teaches (Figs. 12 and 13, col. 
12, lines 14-54). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to utilize this method of 
Harrison in combination with the method as taught by Baskin-Parulski in order to provide the 
received data to the appropriate target recipient device. 

Claim 59, which is similar in scope to claim 45, is thus rejected under the same rationale. 

Claims 53 and 62, which are similar in scope to claim 48, are thus rejected under the 
same rationale. 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hau H. Nguyen whose telephone number is: 571-272-7787. The 
examiner can normally be reached on MON-FRI from 8:30-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 

supervisor, Kee Tung can be reached on (571) 272-7794. 
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The fax number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/H. Nguyen/ 
Hau Nguyen 
AU 2628 



